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standard or in the source’s title V per-
mit], but it shall be submitted at least
60 days before the performance test if
the site-specific test plan required
under paragraph (c) of this section is
not submitted.

(iii) Any application for a waiver of a
performance test shall include infor-
mation justifying the owner or opera-
tor’s request for a waiver, such as the
technical or economic infeasibility, or
the impracticality, of the affected
source performing the required test.

(4) Approval of request to waive per-
formance test. The Administrator will
approve or deny a request for a waiver
of a performance test made under para-
graph (h)(3) of this section when he/
she—

(i) Approves or denies an extension of
compliance under §63.6(i)(8); or

(ii) Approves or disapproves a site-
specific test plan under §63.7(c)(3); or

(iii) Makes a determination of com-
pliance following the submission of a
required compliance status report or
excess emissions and continuous moni-
toring systems performance report; or

(iv) Makes a determination of suit-
able progress towards compliance fol-
lowing the submission of a compliance
progress report, whichever is applica-
ble.

(5) Approval of any waiver granted
under this section shall not abrogate
the Administrator’s authority under
the Act or in any way prohibit the Ad-
ministrator from later canceling the
waiver. The cancellation will be made
only after notice is given to the owner
or operator of the affected source.

[69 FR 12430, Mar. 16, 1994, as amended at 65
FR 62215, Oct. 17, 2000; 67 FR 16602, Apr. 5,
2002; 72 FR 27443, May 16, 2007]

§63.8 Monitoring requirements.

(a) Applicabdility. (1) The applicability
of this section is set out in §63.1(a)(4).

(2) For the purposes of this part, all
CMS required under relevant standards
shall be subject to the provisions of
this section upon promulgation of per-
formance specifications for CMS as
specified in the relevant standard or
otherwise by the Administrator.

(3) [Reserved]

(4) Additional monitoring require-
ments for control devices used to com-

42

40 CFR Ch. | (7-1-08 Edition)

ply with provisions in relevant stand-
ards of this part are specified in §63.11.

(b) Conduct of monitoring. (1) Moni-
toring shall be conducted as set forth
in this section and the relevant stand-
ard(s) unless the Administrator—

(i) Specifies or approves the use of
minor changes in methodology for the
specified monitoring requirements and
procedures (see §63.90(a) for definition);
or

(ii) Approves the use of an inter-
mediate or major change or alternative
to any monitoring requirements or pro-
cedures (see §63.90(a) for definition).

(iii) Owners or operators with flares
subject to §63.11(b) are not subject to
the requirements of this section unless
otherwise specified in the relevant
standard.

(2)(1) When the emissions from two or
more affected sources are combined be-
fore being released to the atmosphere,
the owner or operator may install an
applicable CMS for each emission
stream or for the combined emissions
streams, provided the monitoring is
sufficient to demonstrate compliance
with the relevant standard.

(ii) If the relevant standard is a mass
emission standard and the emissions
from one affected source are released
to the atmosphere through more than
one point, the owner or operator must
install an applicable CMS at each emis-
sion point unless the installation of
fewer systems is—

(A) Approved by the Administrator;
or

(B) Provided for in a relevant stand-
ard (e.g., instead of requiring that a
CMS be installed at each emission
point before the effluents from those
points are channeled to a common con-
trol device, the standard specifies that
only one CMS is required to be in-
stalled at the vent of the control de-
vice).

(3) When more than one CMS is used
to measure the emissions from one af-
fected source (e.g., multiple breech-
ings, multiple outlets), the owner or
operator shall report the results as re-
quired for each CMS. However, when
one CMS is used as a backup to another
CMS, the owner or operator shall re-
port the results from the CMS used to
meet the monitoring requirements of
this part. If both such CMS are used
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during a particular reporting period to
meet the monitoring requirements of
this part, then the owner or operator
shall report the results from each CMS
for the relevant compliance period.

(c) Operation and maintenance of con-
tinuous monitoring systems. (1) The
owner or operator of an affected source
shall maintain and operate each CMS
as specified in this section, or in a rel-
evant standard, and in a manner con-
sistent with good air pollution control
practices. (i) The owner or operator of
an affected source must maintain and
operate each CMS as specified in
§63.6(e)(1).

(ii) The owner or operator must keep
the necessary parts for routine repairs
of the affected CMS equipment readily
available.

(iii) The owner or operator of an af-
fected source must develop a written
startup, shutdown, and malfunction
plan for CMS as specified in §63.6(e)(3).

(2)(i1) All CMS must be installed such
that representative measures of emis-
sions or process parameters from the
affected source are obtained. In addi-
tion, CEMS must be located according
to procedures contained in the applica-
ble performance specification(s).

(ii) Unless the individual subpart
states otherwise, the owner or operator
must ensure the read out (that portion
of the CMS that provides a visual dis-
play or record), or other indication of
operation, from any CMS required for
compliance with the emission standard
is readily accessible on site for oper-
ational control or inspection by the op-
erator of the equipment.

(3) All CMS shall be installed, oper-
ational, and the data verified as speci-
fied in the relevant standard either
prior to or in conjunction with con-
ducting performance tests under §63.7.
Verification of operational status
shall, at a minimum, include comple-
tion of the manufacturer’s written
specifications or recommendations for
installation, operation, and calibration
of the system.

(4) Except for system breakdowns,
out-of-control periods, repairs, mainte-
nance periods, calibration checks, and
zero (low-level) and high-level calibra-
tion drift adjustments, all CMS, includ-
ing COMS and CEMS, shall be in con-
tinuous operation and shall meet min-

43

§63.8

imum frequency of operation require-
ments as follows:

(i) All COMS shall complete a min-
imum of one cycle of sampling and
analyzing for each successive 10-second
period and one cycle of data recording
for each successive 6-minute period.

(ii) All CEMS for measuring emis-
sions other than opacity shall complete
a minimum of one cycle of operation
(sampling, analyzing, and data record-
ing) for each successive 15-minute pe-
riod.

(5) Unless otherwise approved by the
Administrator, minimum procedures
for COMS shall include a method for
producing a simulated zero opacity
condition and an upscale (high-level)
opacity condition using a certified neu-
tral density filter or other related
technique to produce a known obscura-
tion of the light beam. Such procedures
shall provide a system check of all the
analyzer’s internal optical surfaces and
all electronic circuitry, including the
lamp and photodetector assembly nor-
mally used in the measurement of
opacity.

(6) The owner or operator of a CMS
that is not a CPMS, which is installed
in accordance with the provisions of
this part and the applicable CMS per-
formance specification(s), must check
the zero (low-level) and high-level cali-
bration drifts at least once daily in ac-
cordance with the written procedure
specified in the performance evaluation
plan developed under paragraphs
(e)(3)(i) and (ii) of this section. The
zero (low-level) and high-level calibra-
tion drifts must be adjusted, at a min-
imum, whenever the 24-hour zero (low-
level) drift exceeds two times the lim-
its of the applicable performance speci-
fication(s) specified in the relevant
standard. The system shall allow the
amount of excess zero (low-level) and
high-level drift measured at the 24-
hour interval checks to be recorded and
quantified whenever specified. For
COMS, all optical and instrumental
surfaces exposed to the effluent gases
must be cleaned prior to performing
the zero (low-level) and high-level drift
adjustments; the optical surfaces and
instrumental surfaces must be cleaned
when the cumulative automatic zero
compensation, if applicable, exceeds 4
percent opacity. The CPMS must be
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calibrated prior to use for the purposes
of complying with this section. The
CPMS must be checked daily for indi-
cation that the system is responding. If
the CPMS system includes an internal
system check, results must be recorded
and checked daily for proper operation.

(7)) A CMS is out of control if—

(A) The zero (low-level), mid-level (if
applicable), or high-level calibration
drift (CD) exceeds two times the appli-
cable CD specification in the applicable
performance specification or in the rel-
evant standard; or

(B) The CMS fails a performance test
audit (e.g., cylinder gas audit), relative
accuracy audit, relative accuracy test
audit, or linearity test audit; or

(C) The COMS CD exceeds two times
the limit in the applicable performance
specification in the relevant standard.

(ii) When the CMS is out of control,
the owner or operator of the affected
source shall take the necessary correc-
tive action and shall repeat all nec-
essary tests which indicate that the
system is out of control. The owner or
operator shall take corrective action
and conduct retesting until the per-
formance requirements are below the
applicable limits. The beginning of the
out-of-control period is the hour the
owner or operator conducts a perform-
ance check (e.g., calibration drift) that
indicates an exceedance of the perform-
ance requirements established under
this part. The end of the out-of-control
period is the hour following the com-
pletion of corrective action and suc-
cessful demonstration that the system
is within the allowable limits. During
the period the CMS is out of control,
recorded data shall not be used in data
averages and calculations, or to meet
any data availability requirement es-
tablished under this part.

(8) The owner or operator of a CMS
that is out of control as defined in
paragraph (c)(7) of this section shall
submit all information concerning out-
of-control periods, including start and
end dates and hours and descriptions of
corrective actions taken, in the excess
emissions and continuous monitoring
system performance report required in
§63.10(e)(3).

(d) Quality control program. (1) The re-
sults of the quality control program re-
quired in this paragraph will be consid-
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ered by the Administrator when he/she
determines the validity of monitoring
data.

(2) The owner or operator of an af-
fected source that is required to use a
CMS and is subject to the monitoring
requirements of this section and a rel-
evant standard shall develop and im-
plement a CMS quality control pro-
gram. As part of the quality control
program, the owner or operator shall
develop and submit to the Adminis-
trator for approval upon request a site-
specific performance evaluation test
plan for the CMS performance evalua-
tion required in paragraph (e)(3)(i) of
this section, according to the proce-
dures specified in paragraph (e). In ad-
dition, each quality control program
shall include, at a minimum, a written
protocol that describes procedures for
each of the following operations:

(i) Initial and any subsequent cali-
bration of the CMS;

(ii) Determination and adjustment of
the calibration drift of the CMS;

(iii) Preventive maintenance of the
CMS, including spare parts inventory;

(iv) Data recording, calculations, and
reporting;

(v) Accuracy audit procedures, in-
cluding sampling and analysis meth-
ods; and

(vi) Program of corrective action for
a malfunctioning CMS.

(3) The owner or operator shall keep
these written procedures on record for
the life of the affected source or until
the affected source is no longer subject
to the provisions of this part, to be
made available for inspection, upon re-
quest, by the Administrator. If the per-
formance evaluation plan is revised,
the owner or operator shall keep pre-
vious (i.e., superseded) versions of the
performance evaluation plan on record
to be made available for inspection,
upon request, by the Administrator, for
a period of 5 years after each revision
to the plan. Where relevant, e.g., pro-
gram of corrective action for a mal-
functioning CMS, these written proce-
dures may be incorporated as part of
the affected source’s startup, shut-
down, and malfunction plan to avoid
duplication of planning and record-
keeping efforts.

(e) Performance evaluation of contin-
uous monitoring Ssystems—(1) General.
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When required by a relevant standard,
and at any other time the Adminis-
trator may require under section 114 of
the Act, the owner or operator of an af-
fected source being monitored shall
conduct a performance evaluation of
the CMS. Such performance evaluation
shall be conducted according to the ap-
plicable specifications and procedures
described in this section or in the rel-
evant standard.

(2) Notification of performance evalua-
tion. The owner or operator shall notify
the Administrator in writing of the
date of the performance evaluation si-
multaneously with the notification of
the performance test date required
under §63.7(b) or at least 60 days prior
to the date the performance evaluation
is scheduled to begin if no performance
test is required.

(3)1) Submission of site-specific per-
formance evaluation test plan. Before
conducting a required CMS perform-
ance evaluation, the owner or operator
of an affected source shall develop and
submit a site-specific performance
evaluation test plan to the Adminis-
trator for approval upon request. The
performance evaluation test plan shall
include the evaluation program objec-
tives, an evaluation program summary,
the performance evaluation schedule,
data quality objectives, and both an in-
ternal and external QA program. Data
quality objectives are the pre-evalua-
tion expectations of precision, accu-
racy, and completeness of data.

(ii) The internal QA program shall in-
clude, at a minimum, the activities
planned by routine operators and ana-
lysts to provide an assessment of CMS
performance. The external QA program
shall include, at a minimum, systems
audits that include the opportunity for
on-site evaluation by the Adminis-
trator of instrument calibration, data
validation, sample logging, and docu-
mentation of quality control data and
field maintenance activities.

(iii) The owner or operator of an af-
fected source shall submit the site-spe-
cific performance evaluation test plan
to the Administrator (if requested) at
least 60 days before the performance
test or performance evaluation is
scheduled to begin, or on a mutually
agreed upon date, and review and ap-
proval of the performance evaluation
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test plan by the Administrator will
occur with the review and approval of
the site-specific test plan (if review of
the site-specific test plan is requested).

(iv) The Administrator may request
additional relevant information after
the submittal of a site-specific per-
formance evaluation test plan.

(v) In the event that the Adminis-
trator fails to approve or disapprove
the site-specific performance evalua-
tion test plan within the time period
specified in §63.7(c)(3), the following
conditions shall apply:

(A) If the owner or operator intends
to demonstrate compliance using the
monitoring method(s) specified in the
relevant standard, the owner or oper-
ator shall conduct the performance
evaluation within the time specified in
this subpart using the specified meth-
od(s);

(B) If the owner or operator intends
to demonstrate compliance by using an
alternative to a monitoring method
specified in the relevant standard, the
owner or operator shall refrain from
conducting the performance evaluation
until the Administrator approves the
use of the alternative method. If the
Administrator does not approve the use
of the alternative method within 30
days before the performance evaluation
is scheduled to begin, the performance
evaluation deadlines specified in para-
graph (e)(4) of this section may be ex-
tended such that the owner or operator
shall conduct the performance evalua-
tion within 60 calendar days after the
Administrator approves the use of the
alternative method. Notwithstanding
the requirements in the preceding two
sentences, the owner or operator may
proceed to conduct the performance
evaluation as required in this section
(without the Administrator’s prior ap-
proval of the site-specific performance
evaluation test plan) if he/she subse-
quently chooses to use the specified
monitoring method(s) instead of an al-
ternative.

(vi) Neither the submission of a site-
specific performance evaluation test
plan for approval, nor the Administra-
tor’s approval or disapproval of a plan,
nor the Administrator’s failure to ap-
prove or disapprove a plan in a timely
manner shall—
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(A) Relieve an owner or operator of
legal responsibility for compliance
with any applicable provisions of this
part or with any other applicable Fed-
eral, State, or local requirement; or

(B) Prevent the Administrator from
implementing or enforcing this part or
taking any other action under the Act.

(4) Conduct of performance evaluation
and performance evaluation dates. The
owner or operator of an affected source
shall conduct a performance evaluation
of a required CMS during any perform-
ance test required under §63.7 in ac-
cordance with the applicable perform-
ance specification as specified in the
relevant standard. Notwithstanding
the requirement in the previous sen-
tence, if the owner or operator of an af-
fected source elects to submit COMS
data for compliance with a relevant
opacity emission standard as provided
under §63.6(h)(7), he/she shall conduct a
performance evaluation of the COMS
as specified in the relevant standard,
before the performance test required
under §63.7 is conducted in time to sub-
mit the results of the performance
evaluation as specified in paragraph
(e)(5)(ii) of this section. If a perform-
ance test is not required, or the re-
quirement for a performance test has
been waived under §63.7(h), the owner
or operator of an affected source shall
conduct the performance evaluation
not later than 180 days after the appro-
priate compliance date for the affected
source, as specified in §63.7(a), or as
otherwise specified in the relevant
standard.

(5) Reporting performance evaluation
results. (i) The owner or operator shall
furnish the Administrator a copy of a
written report of the results of the per-
formance evaluation simultaneously
with the results of the performance
test required under §63.7 or within 60
days of completion of the performance
evaluation if no test is required, unless
otherwise specified in a relevant stand-
ard. The Administrator may request
that the owner or operator submit the
raw data from a performance evalua-
tion in the report of the performance
evaluation results.

(ii) The owner or operator of an af-
fected source using a COMS to deter-
mine opacity compliance during any
performance test required under §63.7
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and described in §63.6(d)(6) shall fur-
nish the Administrator two or, upon re-
quest, three copies of a written report
of the results of the COMS performance
evaluation under this paragraph. The
copies shall be provided at least 15 cal-
endar days before the performance test
required under §63.7 is conducted.

(f) Use of an alternative monitoring
method.—(1) General. Until permission
to use an alternative monitoring proce-
dure (minor, intermediate, or major
changes; see definition in §63.90(a)) has
been granted by the Administrator
under this paragraph (f)(1), the owner
or operator of an affected source re-
mains subject to the requirements of
this section and the relevant standard.

(2) After receipt and consideration of
written application, the Administrator
may approve alternatives to any moni-
toring methods or procedures of this
part including, but not limited to, the
following:

(i) Alternative monitoring require-
ments when installation of a CMS spec-
ified by a relevant standard would not
provide accurate measurements due to
liquid water or other interferences
caused by substances within the efflu-
ent gases;

(ii) Alternative monitoring require-
ments when the affected source is in-
frequently operated;

(iii) Alternative monitoring require-
ments to accommodate CEMS that re-
quire additional measurements to cor-
rect for stack moisture conditions;

(iv) Alternative locations for install-
ing CMS when the owner or operator
can demonstrate that installation at
alternate locations will enable accu-
rate and representative measurements;

(v) Alternate methods for converting
pollutant concentration measurements
to units of the relevant standard;

(vi) Alternate procedures for per-
forming daily checks of zero (low-level)
and high-level drift that do not involve
use of high-level gases or test cells;

(vii) Alternatives to the American
Society for Testing and Materials
(ASTM) test methods or sampling pro-
cedures specified by any relevant
standard;

(viii) Alternative CMS that do not
meet the design or performance re-
quirements in this part, but adequately
demonstrate a definite and consistent
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relationship between their measure-
ments and the measurements of opac-
ity by a system complying with the re-
quirements as specified in the relevant
standard. The Administrator may re-
quire that such demonstration be per-
formed for each affected source; or

(ix) Alternative monitoring require-
ments when the effluent from a single
affected source or the combined efflu-
ent from two or more affected sources
is released to the atmosphere through
more than one point.

(3) If the Administrator finds reason-
able grounds to dispute the results ob-
tained by an alternative monitoring
method, requirement, or procedure, the
Administrator may require the use of a
method, requirement, or procedure
specified in this section or in the rel-
evant standard. If the results of the
specified and alternative method, re-
quirement, or procedure do not agree,
the results obtained by the specified
method, requirement, or procedure
shall prevail.

(4)(i) Request to use alternative moni-
toring procedure. An owner or operator
who wishes to use an alternative moni-
toring procedure must submit an appli-
cation to the Administrator as de-
scribed in paragraph (f)(4)(ii) of this
section. The application may be sub-
mitted at any time provided that the
monitoring procedure is not the per-
formance test method used to dem-
onstrate compliance with a relevant
standard or other requirement. If the
alternative monitoring procedure will
serve as the performance test method
that is to be used to demonstrate com-
pliance with a relevant standard, the
application must be submitted at least
60 days before the performance evalua-
tion is scheduled to begin and must
meet the requirements for an alter-
native test method under §63.7(f).

(ii) The application must contain a
description of the proposed alternative
monitoring system which addresses the
four elements contained in the defini-
tion of monitoring in §63.2 and a per-
formance evaluation test plan, if re-
quired, as specified in paragraph (e)(3)
of this section. In addition, the applica-
tion must include information justi-
fying the owner or operator’s request
for an alternative monitoring method,
such as the technical or economic in-
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feasibility, or the impracticality, of
the affected source using the required
method.

(iii) The owner or operator may sub-
mit the information required in this
paragraph well in advance of the sub-
mittal dates specified in paragraph
(f)(4)(i) above to ensure a timely review
by the Administrator in order to meet
the compliance demonstration date
specified in this section or the relevant
standard.

(iv) Application for minor changes to
monitoring procedures, as specified in
paragraph (b)(1) of this section, may be
made in the site-specific performance
evaluation plan.

() Approval of request to use alter-
native monitoring procedure. (i) The Ad-
ministrator will notify the owner or
operator of approval or intention to
deny approval of the request to use an
alternative monitoring method within
30 calendar days after receipt of the
original request and within 30 calendar
days after receipt of any supple-
mentary information that is sub-
mitted. If a request for a minor change
is made in conjunction with site-spe-
cific performance evaluation plan, then
approval of the plan will constitute ap-
proval of the minor change. Before dis-
approving any request to use an alter-
native monitoring method, the Admin-
istrator will notify the applicant of the
Administrator’s intention to dis-
approve the request together with—

(A) Notice of the information and
findings on which the intended dis-
approval is based; and

(B) Notice of opportunity for the
owner or operator to present additional
information to the Administrator be-
fore final action on the request. At the
time the Administrator notifies the ap-
plicant of his or her intention to dis-
approve the request, the Administrator
will specify how much time the owner
or operator will have after being noti-
fied of the intended disapproval to sub-
mit the additional information.

(ii) The Administrator may establish
general procedures and criteria in a
relevant standard to accomplish the re-
quirements of paragraph (f)(5)(i) of this
section.

(iii) If the Administrator approves
the use of an alternative monitoring
method for an affected source under
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paragraph (f)(6)(i) of this section, the
owner or operator of such source shall
continue to use the alternative moni-
toring method until he or she receives
approval from the Administrator to use
another monitoring method as allowed
by §63.8(f).

(6) Alternative to the relative accuracy
test. An alternative to the relative ac-
curacy test for CEMS specified in a rel-
evant standard may be requested as
follows:

(i) Criteria for approval of alternative
procedures. An alternative to the test
method for determining relative accu-
racy is available for affected sources
with emission rates demonstrated to be
less than 50 percent of the relevant
standard. The owner or operator of an
affected source may petition the Ad-
ministrator under paragraph (f)(6)(ii) of
this section to substitute the relative
accuracy test in section 7 of Perform-
ance Specification 2 with the proce-
dures in section 10 if the results of a
performance test conducted according
to the requirements in §63.7, or other
tests performed following the criteria
in §63.7, demonstrate that the emission
rate of the pollutant of interest in the
units of the relevant standard is less
than 50 percent of the relevant stand-
ard. For affected sources subject to
emission limitations expressed as con-
trol efficiency levels, the owner or op-
erator may petition the Administrator
to substitute the relative accuracy test
with the procedures in section 10 of
Performance Specification 2 if the con-
trol device exhaust emission rate is
less than 50 percent of the level needed
to meet the control efficiency require-
ment. The alternative procedures do
not apply if the CEMS is used continu-
ously to determine compliance with
the relevant standard.

(ii) Petition to use alternative to rel-
ative accuracy test. The petition to use
an alternative to the relative accuracy
test shall include a detailed description
of the procedures to be applied, the lo-
cation and the procedure for con-
ducting the alternative, the concentra-
tion or response levels of the alter-
native relative accuracy materials, and
the other equipment checks included in
the alternative procedure(s). The Ad-
ministrator will review the petition for
completeness and applicability. The
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Administrator’s determination to ap-
prove an alternative will depend on the
intended use of the CEMS data and
may require specifications more strin-
gent than in Performance Specification
2.

(iii) Rescission of approval to use alter-
native to relative accuracy test. The Ad-
ministrator will review the permission
to use an alternative to the CEMS rel-
ative accuracy test and may rescind
such permission if the CEMS data from
a successful completion of the alter-
native relative accuracy procedure in-
dicate that the affected source’s emis-
sions are approaching the level of the
relevant standard. The criterion for re-
viewing the permission is that the col-
lection of CEMS data shows that emis-
sions have exceeded 70 percent of the
relevant standard for any averaging pe-
riod, as specified in the relevant stand-
ard. For affected sources subject to
emission limitations expressed as con-
trol efficiency levels, the criterion for
reviewing the permission is that the
collection of CEMS data shows that ex-
haust emissions have exceeded 70 per-
cent of the level needed to meet the
control efficiency requirement for any
averaging period, as specified in the
relevant standard. The owner or oper-
ator of the affected source shall main-
tain records and determine the level of
emissions relative to the criterion for
permission to use an alternative for
relative accuracy testing. If this cri-
terion is exceeded, the owner or oper-
ator shall notify the Administrator
within 10 days of such occurrence and
include a description of the nature and
cause of the increased emissions. The
Administrator will review the notifica-
tion and may rescind permission to use
an alternative and require the owner or
operator to conduct a relative accuracy
test of the CEMS as specified in section
7 of Performance Specification 2.

(g) Reduction of monitoring data. (1)
The owner or operator of each CMS
must reduce the monitoring data as
specified in paragraphs (g)(1) through
(5) of this section.

(2) The owner or operator of each
COMS shall reduce all data to 6-minute
averages calculated from 36 or more
data points equally spaced over each 6-
minute period. Data from CEMS for
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measurement other than opacity, un-
less otherwise specified in the relevant
standard, shall be reduced to l-hour
averages computed from four or more
data points equally spaced over each 1-
hour period, except during periods
when calibration, quality assurance, or
maintenance activities pursuant to
provisions of this part are being per-
formed. During these periods, a valid
hourly average shall consist of at least
two data points with each representing
a 15-minute period. Alternatively, an
arithmetic or integrated 1-hour aver-
age of CEMS data may be used. Time
periods for averaging are defined in
§63.2.

(3) The data may be recorded in re-
duced or nonreduced form (e.g., ppm
pollutant and percent O, or ng/J of pol-
lutant).

(4) All emission data shall be con-
verted into units of the relevant stand-
ard for reporting purposes using the
conversion procedures specified in that
standard. After conversion into units
of the relevant standard, the data may
be rounded to the same number of sig-
nificant digits as used in that standard
to specify the emission limit (e.g.,
rounded to the nearest 1 percent opac-
ity).

(5) Monitoring data recorded during
periods of unavoidable CMS break-
downs, out-of-control periods, repairs,
maintenance periods, calibration
checks, and zero (low-level) and high-
level adjustments must not be included
in any data average computed under
this part. For the owner or operator
complying with the requirements of
§63.10(b)(2)(vii)(A) or (B), data averages
must include any data recorded during
periods of monitor breakdown or mal-
function.

[569 FR 12430, Mar. 16, 1994, as amended at 64
FR 7468, Feb. 12, 1999; 67 FR 16603, Apr. 5,
2002; 71 FR 20455, Apr. 20, 2006]

§63.9 Notification requirements.

(a) Applicability and general informa-
tion. (1) The applicability of this sec-
tion is set out in §63.1(a)(4).

(2) For affected sources that have
been granted an extension of compli-
ance under subpart D of this part, the
requirements of this section do not
apply to those sources while they are
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operating under such compliance ex-
tensions.

(3) If any State requires a notice that
contains all the information required
in a notification listed in this section,
the owner or operator may send the
Administrator a copy of the notice sent
to the State to satisfy the require-
ments of this section for that notifica-
tion.

(4)(i) Before a State has been dele-
gated the authority to implement and
enforce notification requirements es-
tablished under this part, the owner or
operator of an affected source in such
State subject to such requirements
shall submit notifications to the appro-
priate Regional Office of the EPA (to
the attention of the Director of the Di-
vision indicated in the list of the EPA
Regional Offices in §63.13).

(ii) After a State has been delegated
the authority to implement and en-
force notification requirements estab-
lished under this part, the owner or op-
erator of an affected source in such
State subject to such requirements
shall submit notifications to the dele-
gated State authority (which may be
the same as the permitting authority).
In addition, if the delegated (permit-
ting) authority is the State, the owner
or operator shall send a copy of each
notification submitted to the State to
the appropriate Regional Office of the
EPA, as specified in paragraph (a)(4)(i)
of this section. The Regional Office
may waive this requirement for any
notifications at its discretion.

(b) Initial notifications. (1)(i) The re-
quirements of this paragraph apply to
the owner or operator of an affected
source when such source becomes sub-
ject to a relevant standard.

(ii) If an area source that otherwise
would be subject to an emission stand-
ard or other requirement established
under this part if it were a major
source subsequently increases its emis-
sions of hazardous air pollutants (or its
potential to emit hazardous air pollut-
ants) such that the source is a major
source that is subject to the emission
standard or other requirement, such
source shall be subject to the notifica-
tion requirements of this section.

(iii) Affected sources that are re-
quired under this paragraph to submit



